FOR THE PLANNED CAPPING OF ATTLEBORO LANDFILL, INC.

WHERKEAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

Resolution of Concern for the Planned Capping of (he.Attleboro Landfill Inc,

City ©f Astleboro, Mlassachugetis

OFFICE OF THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL
Government Center « 77 Park Street
Aitleboro, Massachuselis 02703
5(18-223-2222 « Fax 508-222-3046

ATTLEBORO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL
RESOLUTION OF CONCERN

Attleboro Landfill, Inc., a privately owned business, is under an
enforcement order from the Massachusetts Department of Environmental
Protection (MassDEP) to cap the Phase B portion of the former city dump,
an expanse of 8-acres in which solid waste material was dumped prior fo

1675, and;

The closure project proposed by EndCap “will consisi of bringing in
material to grade and shape the landfill and place capping over the grading
material to prevent stovmwater from running through the solid waste and
into the groundwater,” and;

WHEREAS: The amount of material proposed by EndCap to complete the
capping process in accordance with MassDEP standards now consists of
650,000 cubic yards, an increase of 1200% over the previously stated

50,000 cubic yards, and;

The Aftleboro Municipal Council and the residents of the City of Attleboro
wish to express their concern that “approximately 35 trucks per day” loaded
and unloaded with fill for capping will be traveling through Secondary and
Primary roadways in the City of Attleboro at “an average of 4-5 trucks per
hour" six days a week for three years, and;

Concerns have been raised by residents of Attleboro in support of Taunton,
and Norton regarding the quality of the proposed fill material with respect to
health hazards, as well as devaluation of property values and deterioration of
roadways, and;

The Attleboro Municipal Council may support an alternative to that
proposal which waouild utilize the adjacent CSX Railroad spur line to bring
the fill material 1o a holding area, accessible by a ufility easement across
from the landfill, from which a siding to the site could be constructed, and;
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WHEREAS: Attleboro Landfill, Inc. reportedly lacks the financing necessary for capping
their site and EndCap will pay a “fipping fee” to Attleboro and Norton for
each truckload of fill delivered to the site to finance the project.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Municipal Council of the City of
Attleboro strongly urges MassDEP and EndCap to develop an alternative plan which
reduces the amount of fill required to cap the site, thereby minimizing the impact on the
residents of Attleboro, Taunton, and Noifon, while simultaneously reducing the expense
involved in this process.

Signe& and Sealed this Day of
September 18, 2012
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78 Holden Street
Attleboro, MA 02703
September 15, 2012

Dear Council President Frank Cook,

North Main Street and Holden Sireet are historic gems in the City of
Attleboro. The tax paying residents in this area work very hard to keep their
homes and yards well kept. We are all very proud of our neighborhoods!
This area must remain as it is and not be destroyed with additional truck

traffic.

We ask that you please vote against the state’s Department of
Environmental Protection and contractor EndCap Technology Project.
Thank you!

Sincerely, .




65 Holden Street
Attleboro, MA 02703
September 15, 2012

Dear Council President Frank Cook,
North Main Street and Holden Street are historic gems in the City of
Attleboro. The tax paying residents in this area work very hard to keep their

homes and yards well kept, We are all very proud of our neighborhoods!
This atea must remain as it is and not be destroyed with additional truck

traffic.

We ask that you please vote against the state’s Department of
Environmental Protection and contractor EndCap Technology Project.

Thank you!

Sincerely,

e




74 Holden Street
Attleboro, MA 02763
September 15, 2012

Dear Councilor John Weydt,

North Main Street and Holden Street ate historic gems in the City of
Attleboro. The tax paying residents in this area work very hard to keep their
homes and yards well kept. We are all very proud of our neighborhoods!
This area mnst remain as it is and not be destroyed with additional truck
traffic,

We ask that you please vote against the state’s Department of

Environmental Protection and contractor EndCap Technology Project.

Thank youl

Sincerely, W
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24 Holden Street
Attleboro, MA 02703
September 15, 2012

Dear Council President Frank Cook,

North Main Street and Holden Street are historic gems in the City of
Attleboro. The tax paying residents in this area work very hard to keep their
homes and yards well kept. We are all very proud of our neighborhoods!
This area must remain as it is and not be destroyed with additional truck

fraffic.

We ask that you please vote against the state’s Department of
Environmental Protection and contractor EndCap Technology Project.

Thank you!

Sincerely,

o /Q&L




63 Holden Street
Attleboro, MA 02703
September 15, 2012

Dear Cmmci}_‘]?resident Frank Cook,

North Main Street and Holden Street are historic gems in the City of
Attleboro, The tax paying residents in this area work very hard to keep their
homes and yards well kept. We are all very proud of our neighborhoods!
This area must remain as it is and not be destroyed with additional truck

traffic.

We ask that you please vote against the state’s Department of
Environmental Protection and contractor EndCap Technology Project.

Thank you!

Sincerely, :

LRSI




66 Holden Street
Attleboro, MA 02703
September 15, 2012

Dear Council President Frank Cook,

North Main Street and Holden Street are historic gems in the City of
Attleboro. The tax paying residents in this area work very hard to keep their
homes and yards well kept. We are all very proud of our neighborhoods!
This area must remain as it is and not be destroyed with additional truck

traffic.

We ask that you please vote against the state’s Department of
Environmental Protection and contractor EndCap Technology Project.

Thank you!

Sincerely,

Anne E. Carroll .
/’VJ‘ / ' M
Patricia M. Carroll |
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67 Holden Street
Attleboro, MA 02703
September 15, 2012

Dear Council President Frank Cook,

North Main Street and Holden Street are historic gems in the City of
Attleboro. The tax paying residents in this area work very hard to keep their
homes and yards well kept. We are all very proud of our neighborhoods!
This area must remain as it is and not be destroyed with additional fruck
traffic.

We ask that you pleasc vote against the state’s Department of

Environmental Protection and contractor EndCap Technology Project.

Thank you!

| Smcerely,
gbzt {}\ 4 5/ ¢
D

1d and ahcy Radcliff,
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73 Holden Street
Attleboro, MA 02703
September 15, 2012

Dear Council President Frank Cook,

North Main Street and Holden Street are historic gems in the City of
Attleboro. The tax paying residents in this area work very hard to keep their
homes and yards well kept. We are all very proud of our neighborhoods?
This area must remain as it is and not be destroyed with additional truck
traffic.

We ask that you please vote against the state’s Department of
Environmental Protection and contractor EndCap Technology Project.

Thank you!

Sincerely, b,
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Mr. Kurt Schulte

President

EndCap Technology, LLC
555 South Street

Quincy, MA 02169
kschulte@endcaptech.com

Gentlemen:

i am writing to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012

Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc, {AL1).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’

materlals to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

it is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department
" of Envirenmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the

word ‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirahle Materials: Which equals
One Million; Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
itis esﬁmated that 27,000 Trucks would be réquired to haul in this

amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Solls and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and

unacceptable o the residents of our communities. .



The addition of ohscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris,
to further extend the existing noxious ‘ALl Mound” towards our

neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

I trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will

gither be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP,
7 Lt
Name:Terry Dotolo /= CETE

Address:10 Garrett Drive Norton, Ma 02766
Deadline for Comments is Tuesday Sept. 4, 2012 (Day after Labor Day)

Mr. Mark Dakers
Acting Bureau Chief
MassDEP, SE Region
20 Riverside Dr.
Lakeville, MA 02347

mark.dakers@state.ma.us




Mr. Kurt Sch_ulte
President

“EndCap Technology, LLC
555 South Street
Quincy, MA 02169
kschulte @endcaptech.com

Gentlemen:

| am writing to express my adamant opposition to fndCap’s 2012

Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro tandfill Inc. (AL).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’

materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise Is heyond reason,

I is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department
of Environmenta! Protection would even consider this plan. Is the

word ‘Environhmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undésirable Materials: Which equals
One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this

amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and

unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

T REGI e



The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debrls,
to further extend the existing noxious ‘ALl Mound’ towards our

neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

| trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevall - and this EndCap Project Proposal will

either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP,

Name:Paul Dotolo e A T
6‘{;6{/. ff" ’0? ﬁfb{:)\

Address:10 Garrett Drive Norton, Ma 02766
Deadline for Comments is Tuesday Sept. 4, 2012 (Day after Labor Day)

wir. Mark Dakers
Acting Bureau Chief
MassDEP, SE Region
20 Riverside Dr.
Lakevilte, MA 02347

mark,dakers@state.ma.us




Grentlemen:

1 amy Wﬁ&iazg to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Propasal for the Capplag of Attleboro Landfill Ine. (ALY,

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
' materigls o bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason,

It is ’&éfﬁé:uﬂt to understand how the Massachuseits Department of
Environmental Protection would even constder this plan. Is the word
“Brviroumental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubie Yords of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

Onpe Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS i almost unfathomable.
Tt is estimated that 27,000 Teuchs would be required to hawl in this
amonnt of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
npaccepiable to the residents of our communities. |

The addition of abscene pmounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxions ‘ALY Mound® towards our
neighborhopds and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated. .
1 frust that when sl of the comments and demands sre constdered,
rensonable minds will prevai] - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
eithier be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP, |

Name: AARL  \Wwifsr

Address: 5’?’?{ ,ﬂﬂ#ﬂﬁ&i’? [T ﬂ/ﬁﬁﬂ’ﬁf S gg‘?{&;a




_ City of Taunton, Massachusetts
DEPARTMENF OF PUBLIC WORKS

I"red g, Cnumglm ) o AnﬂwuyAbreau
Commissioner ‘ . = ,L, ' s ;_ﬂ —==~dssistans Conmrissioner
' ' f) g O " V

Aungela C. Suntos

‘u i Fiscal Agent
“Angust 20, 2012 AUG 23 0
Richard Nylen, Isq. ‘ l T AP
e SOUTHEAST REGION

Lynch, DeSimone&Nylen LLP
10 Post Otfice Square, Suite 970N
Boston, MA 02109

RE: Aitleboro Landfill

T amn writing ﬁom the City of. Taunton regarding the Attleboro Landfill Closure Proposal We only
1ecent1y became aware of this proposal.

We are concerned about the volume of fruck traffic that is proposed to come through the City of
Taunton and the accomparnying air and noise. pollution along with wear and tear on Taunton’s
roadways. Your written material indicates that Attleboro will benefit because the landfill will be
capped, groundwater will be protected and it will receive a tipping feé. Norton will benefit becanse
groundwater will be protected and-it will recoive a tipping fee. Yet you propose to burden Taunton
with high volume truck traffic and foy Taunton to derive no benefit. The landfill is in Aitleboro, -
which has direct access to Route 95; Why-not have all traffic come from Route 95 directly to the
landfill? Ot, why not have all traffic come from 495 down Route 123 in Notton? Both of these
routes would be closer to the highway than the ‘proposed route through Taunton.

Should the proposal and the route be approved at all I lequest the i‘ollowmg mmgatlon on behalf of
the City of Taunton,

1, That Téuntdn be paid $l1 AOD!ton tipping fee.
2. That the Bridge on Harvey Street/ Norton Avenue over the Three Mﬂe River be inspected by

Mass Highway befote operations begin and again after they are completed, that the before and
after inspection reports be provided to the Taunton, and, that if there is any deterioration to

- the bridge that EndCap pay for any wpans

3. Thatall roads in Taunton on the route be re—strlped as necessary dmmg the operation and after
operations are c,ompleto

~ Craig C. Sherman Operations Center

90 Ingel] Streei

Taunton, Massachusetis 02780
Telephone: (508) 821-1434
Fax: (508) 821-1437




4. That all roads in Taunton on the route be crack~sealed as necessar v during the operation and -
after operations are camplete

5. That the raitroad orosslng on Harvey Street be repaired.

6. That all roads in Taunton be swept at the conclusion of each day of ojnerations
Please keep the City of Taunton advised of all future developments 1ega1d1ng this ploposa} including
public meetings, hearings, corament periods and deadlines. Please give notice o City of Tatumnton by

contacting: Fred J. Comaglia, Commissioner, Depattment of Public Works, 90Ingell Street, Tannton,
MA 02780 with a copy to Jason D. Bufﬁngton City Solicitor, 140 Oak Street, Taunton, MA 02780.

Thank you and 1 look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

Commwslonm

cc: Thomas C Hoye, Jr., Mayor
Jason D, Buffington, City Solicitor
Mark Dakers, Acting Bureau Chief, MassDEP

Craig C. Shei'nlarl Operations Center

90 Ingell Street

Tounton, Massackhusetls 02780
Telephone: (308) 821-1434
Fax: (508) 821-1437
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August 25, 2012
My, Kurt Schlulte Myr. Mark Dakers
President Acting Bureau Chief
EndCap Technology, LLC MassDEP, SE. Region
555 South Street 20 Riverside Dr.

Quincy, MA 02169 Lakeville, MA 02347

Gentlemen:

I am writing to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALT).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’

materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials (which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS) is abmost unfathomable,

It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated® Soils and Debris. The negative

impacts associated with this project are obvious and unacceptable to the

residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated. I
trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP.

Very truly yours, -
/ j Gt rrts
9{}!{’, 23 ((f&, "Z c’\) ﬂ«:‘,/éf'(’; Q\)
Susan and Douglas Weildeing

AG 27 0% 31 Richardson Ave,, Norton, MA

g
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Mr, Kurt Schulte - Mr. Mark Dakers
President ; o .Jz{ Acting Burean Chief
EndCap Technology, LLCLY| ;j " MassDEP, SE. Region
555 South Street fL'UJi &1- 20 Riverside Dr.

Quincy, MA 02169

I
J Lakeville, MA 02347
kschulte@endcaptech. colii:

mark.dakers@state.ma.us

Gentlemen:

1

T am writing to express my adamant oppoesition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALI).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materizls to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Envirommental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Emvironmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Whicl equals

Ome Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALl Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

I trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,

reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Preject Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP.

Name: ﬁ-ﬁ )N ,{,Qw/ gg@/m.fp/i | |
s 20 1\g b 57 Vi IV XILL

Deadline for Comments is: Friday Sept. 28", PLEASE Do Not Delay!
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My, Kurt Schulte aal F\/Ir Mark Dakers
President SN } cting Bureau Chief
EndCap Technology, LLC |} " | I MassDEP SE Region
555 South Street e E;‘ 1520 Riverside Dr.

Quiney, MA 02169 |, = | ‘Lakevill, MA 02347
kschulte@endcaptech.com M f : iimal k.dakers@state.ma.us

Gentlemen:

I am wrifing to express my adal;aant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Ine. (ALI).

- The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

¥t is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Depariment of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron? '

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable,
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated® Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALL Mound’ towaxds our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

1 trust that when all of the comments and demands aie considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP

e/ 2loen TS0 ey //)CW/W X@W

Address: L/% W&W(/M 8
AHlebgeo, mp 09703




Mr. Kurt Schulte Mr Mark Dakers
President ' iﬁiActmg Bureau Chief
EndCap Technology, LLC | _1’MassDEP, SE Region
555 South Street 0 Riverside Dr.

" Lakeville, MA 02347

Quincy, MA 02169 .
- mark.dakers@state.ma.us

kschulte@endcaptech.com

Gentlemen:

I am writing to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attlebore Landfill Inc. (ALI).

- The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’ |

materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reasoi.

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan, Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Ma‘terials: Which equals .
One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slighily Contaminated’ Soils and Debris,

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

"The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris,-to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards our '
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfond Site, cannot be tolerated.

I trust that when all of the comments and demands aie considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP.

Name: JML;&AJ’ ﬁ \ygﬁﬁ&%‘/
Dedorad A DAy
@Gy MiogdeS+esr ST,

ﬂf’é’;@p‘*ﬂwf MNA TRLL (o

Address:




20 Riverside Dr., Lakeville, MA 02347

September 21,2012
Mr. Mark Dakers, Acting Bureau Chief

MassDEP, SE Region

Dear Sir:

I am writing to express my adamant oppositlonﬂto EndCap’s 2012 Proposal for the Capping of Attlebore
Landfill inc. (ALI}.

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’ materials to bail out a Private, For Profit
Enterprise is bayond reason, By the way, is ‘slightly contaminated’ in the same realm as ‘slightly

. pregnant’? | don’t betieve that such an entity exists. it either is or it is not contaminated.

I don’t undetstand how the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection can even fathom
allowing the transporting of over 650 thousand cublc yards of contaminated materials from Rhode
istand, Connecticut, New Hampshire, and Lord knows where else to cap a landfill that only needs 50 to
60 thousand cubic yards. Except for the possibllity that someone is going to get rich off of this
adventure, and I'm sure it isn’i the residents of Attleboro, | can see no “earthly” reason for this project
to be allowed. The MassDEP should get together with local police and state police traffic specialists and
drive the Intended route for the projected 27,000 18-wheelers that are necessary to haul in this
contaminated material and it would be evident that these trucks cannot make the turns needed to get
on site. Not only will the neighborhoods be affected by the contaminants, causing itinesses to abound,
but schoo! children waiting for schoaol buses, elderly trying to take a labored walk for their heaith, even
the mailperson trying to do their job will be in danger, because these trucks cannot “stop on a dime”.

| don’t live in the immediate neighborhood of the iandfill, but if EndCap is going to be bringing in
materials from Rhode Istand, | live within 500 feet of Rte. 95 and my air quality will be affected by the
contaminants as well as my peace and tranguility. Ali of Attleboro will be affected since Rte, 95 is on the
west side of the entire ¢ity, between Pawtucket, R and North Attlebora, MA. But then why would DEP
care, you people don’t live here, so you won't be affected, but Vil bet you if it were In your town or city,
it wouldn’t be allowed,

Please RETHINK this proposal and say ABSOLUTELY NO to its happening,
Thank you for allowing me to vent,
Yours truly,
Ly PN T el E s
Mrs. Audrey M. Poitras

53 Liherty Drive, Attiehoro, MA 02703




Mr. Mark Dakers

Mr, Kurt Schulte »

President sity! Acting Bureau Chief
EndCap Technology, LLC ‘ "";;'7_’{ MassDEP, SE Region
555 South Street 20 Riverside Dr.

I Lakeville, MA 02347
mark.dakers@state.ma.us

Quincy, MA 02169

Gentlemen:

T am writing to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALL).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

Tt is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Emvironmental® in the Department’s name an (}xymoron‘?

650, 000 Cubic Yards of Undesn*able Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unaceeptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene émounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfunid Site, cannot be tolerated.

I trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,

reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP.

Name: %7 ("7%4”\ /’%(/ «:?e"// 0&//"
wires: 26 3 Sty S Moo, 4. 05700

Deadlme for Comments is Tuesday Sept. 4, 2012 (Day after Labor Day)
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My, Kurt Schulte - Mr, Mark Dakers

President Acting Bureau Chief
EndCap Technology, LLO MassDEP, SE Region
555 South Street 20 Riverside Dr.

Lakeville, MIA 02347

Quincy, MA 02169
mark.dakers@state.ma.us

kschulte@endeaptech.comiul

Gentlemen:

I am writing to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALI).

The plan to import excessive amounts of *slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason,

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Fnvironmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
It is estimated. that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are cbvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALY Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

I trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Projeet Proposal will
cither be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP.

Name: JOTH PF, P EREE

Address: /37 S5 7 EELE 5;71 /—7‘7'?"45 *@@&?/ M/? .

| : . , R B
Deadline for Comments is: Friday Sept. 28". PLEASE Do Not Delay!




Ronald O'Reilly
29 Union Road
Norton MA 02766

August 23, 2012

Afttn. Mr. Mark Dakers, Acting Bureau Chief
Mass DEP, Southeast Region |
20 Riverside Drive

Lakeville MA 02347

Dear Mr. Dakers,

The moral tone and manner in which a company operates is set by those at the top
of the entity. Senior management is responsible for all representations made on
behalf of the company, whether by its employees or hired professionals (hired gun).
From what we have seen from indCap and its hired guns, it will do anything to
accomplish its objective. The following are examples of misrepresentations;
outright lies put forth; and, deliberate omissions by EndCap and its hired gun in the
Access Agreement and informational presentation to “interested parties”:

1. False and misleading statements were made to the current town manager
regarding discussions, and the status of previous negotiations with the prior town

manager by its hired gun.

2. Without any prior discussions or negotiations, its hired gun presented the
current town manager with a one-sided agreement stipulating a tipping fee of $.25
- per ton knowing that the standard tipping fee is one dollar per ton.

3. There was a difference in the material sent to the Norton Town Manager prior to
the informational meeting and the slide presentation on August 14. The hired gun
lied and stated that there was no difference in the material until he was proven
wrong. He attempted to belittle those who proved him wrong. He never
acknowledged the difference existed.

4. The material put forth by EndCap and its representatives have used varying
averages of thirty five {35) and fifty (50) loaded truck trips per day with a peak of
seventy five (75). Using these averages there would be between forty-two thousand

1




(42,000) and sixty thousand (60,000) loaded truck trips during the proposed four
year project. EndCap has not indicated how either of these averages were
computed or the total number of truck trips that are planned for this project.

5. Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection requires capping
projects to be completed in two years, but without ]ustlflcatlon or explanation,

EndCap is planning on four years.

6. EndCap proposes to use the streets of Taunton to access the streets in Norton.
However, no notification was sent to the City of Taunton regarding the use of
Taunton streets or the informational meeting that was held on August 14, 2012.

7. The only notice of the Project Informational Meeting was a small legal notice in

The Sun Chronicle on July 31, 2012. The legal notice indicated the purpose of the

meeting was to “discuss the Attleboro Landfill Closure Project” and invited
“Interested parties” to attend without identifying any of the parties that mlght be

affected by the project.

8. EndCap made no attempt to notify the following “interested parties” who were
unlikely to see a legal notice in The Sun Chronicle, which is distributed in the
Attleboro area: ' | |

a. Environmental Protection Agency

b. Army Corps of Engineers
C. Perspective Responsible Parties involved in Shpack cleanup

9. The insurance limits mentioned in the EndCap Access Agreement are woefully
inadequate with Timits of one million dollars ($1,000,000). The Agreement
discussed indemnification of the Town Norton but there were no provisions fora
bond to pay for such indemnification or the future monitoring of ALI if the projectis

not financially successful.

EndCap has not addressed any of the following issues which will be affected by
EndCap truck traffic traveling through Norton. If EndCap does not compensate the
Town of Norton for these expenditures, the project will place an unfair burden on

the taxpayers of Norton.

1. Additional buses that the School Department may propose for transporting
students on South Worcester Street, Union Road, Sturdy Street, and Sturdy Street
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Extension, who walk on Union Road to the corner of South Worcester Street to their
bus stop. '

2. Crossing guards at locations that may be recommended by the School
Department as a result of the truck traffic going to ALL

3. Training, supplies, and manning for the Norton Fire Department to respond to
accidents, hazardous material, oil and fuel spills along the truck route and also for
the increase in mutual aid responses to ALI for fires or accidents.

4. Chartley Fire Station should be reopened to improve response time for accidents
and hazardous material or chemical spills resulting from the loaded trucks traveling
to ALL '

5. Charges incurred to videotape and photograph the condition of roads to be
restored at completion of the project.

6. An insurance consultant to recommend insurance coverage and performance
bonds to be purchased by EndCap to protect the Town for the duration of the
project. The coverage proposed in the access agreement is inadequate to protect
the Town of Norton its employees and its residents.

7. Costsincurred by the Town of Norton Police Department for truck traffic
enforcement and when necessary for traffic control.

‘8. A peer review of the access agreement and the proposal by a licensed site

professional and a wetland scientist to determine if the Phase B project will be

feasible or have any negative effects on the adjacent Shpack Site and the

surrounding wetlands. The federal government has spent seventy-million-five-
hundred-thousand dollars ($70,500,000) for the nuclear cleanup of the Shpack Site.
The Prospective Responsible Parties are about to commence the removal of heavy '
metals and other hazardous materials remaining at the site, The Army Corps of
Engineers determined that contaminated leachate is flowing from ALI to the Shpack
Site.

9. Legal costs incurred and to be incurred by the Town of Norton in reviewing and
negotiating the terms of the EndCap agreements,




10. Administrative costs incurred and to be incurred for the time Town employees
will spend reviewing, negotiating, monitoring and enforcing the terms of the
agreement and proposal.

EndCap has failed to address the following operational items that should be
required before the project commences.

1. The source and nature of the material to be brought to ALI should be described

in detail. 7

2. The procedures that will be implemented to prevent the disposal of hazardous
materials, The individual who will be responsible for such determination
should be named with the individual’s experience and qualifications.

. The type of truck covering to be used should be described in detail and of such a

nature as to prevent dust and contaminants from escaping during transport to
protect students at bus stops, walkers, runners, bike riders and residents along

the truck route.

. The location of a staging area outside of Norton for EndCap's loaded trucks
arriving with “slightly contaminated material”, when Union Road is
congested by school buses, trucks entering and leaving the Shpack Superfund

Site, rubbish and recycling trucks and loaded trucks going to ALL There is
insufficient width on Union Road to accommodate large vehicles travelling in

both directions.

5. The tipping fee should be no less than the tipping fee or aggregate amount paid

to any other municipali‘ty in conjunction with this project.

6. EndCap is a limited Hability corporation. The Town should be protected by
adequate insurance and bonds for commercial general liability, automobile liability,
property damage environmental contamination and indemnification. The
indemnification mentioned in the access agreement is useless without assets or
insurance to pay potential claims '

7. To further protect the Town of Norton, its employees, commissions,
departments and committees the agreement should require bonds for the

following.

a. Indemnification described in paragraph 6 of the access agreement.
- b. Restoration of the roads in Norton used by the trucks.




¢. Funding for completion of the capping of the project and future
monitoring of Phases A and B. in.the event EndCap defaults on the
project or the projected revenue is not realized.

Other issues that should be given serious and comprehensive consideration are the

following.

1. ALI currently operates two diesel engines using methane as fuel to generate
electricity which is being sold to National Grid. There has been no information as to
the revenue generated at ALI fr om the sale of electr icity and the reason it has not
been considered as a source of fundmg for monitoring of Phase A.

2. When ALI was operating as a large, commercial landfill, the owners included
parties who should be considered Prospective Responsible Parties liable for the cost
of monitoring of Phase A. Waste Management Inc. was the primary customer of ALI
and is also a Prospective Responsible Party along with its customers whose rubbish

was dumped at ALL

‘When considering the feasibility of any project, the ethical behavior, credibility,
moral turpitude and past conduct of the parties should be evaluated. EndCap and its

hired guns have been deceitful, misrepresented facts, and lied about the material
presented to the public. There is no reason to believe that EndCap and the people it
will hire for the ALI project will do what is right for Norton and Attleboro in this
project. The EndCap project to cap ALl should not be allowed to go forward.

Youps tm
)
d ,‘}* o

Heather Graf, CAST Coordinator
229 North Worcester Street
Norton MA 02766

© Mr. Kurt Schulte, President
EndCap Technology, LLC
555 South Street

Quincy MA 02169




TOWN OF NORTON

70 Bast Main Street e

MUNICIPAT. CENTER, NORTON, MA 03766 £ [ | W [ |,
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Telephone: (508) 285-0212  Fax: (508) 285-0297 Lo
-~ E-mail! myunits@nortonmaus.com TS J[ -
Michael D, Yunits CBER T
Town Manager : e SQUTHEAST REGION
August 28, 2012

Richard K. Sullivan, Ir., Secretary

EQEEA

100 Cambridge Street, Suite 800, 9" Floor
Boston, MA 02114

Re; Attleboro Landfill Closure Project
“Phase B”

Dear Secretary Sulfivan:

EndCap Technology, LLC has submitted a proposal for the capping of the Attlebaro Landfill in the Clty of Attleboro.
This project, on the border between Norton and Attleboro, as proposed, will result In the transporting of 656,000
cubic vards of construction and demolition fines, catchr basin materfais, street sweepings and dredge matertals
through the streets of Norton. The transporting of this contaminated material will require a minimum of thirty five
{35) truck trips to as much as 70 truck trips per day, six days per weak, through the streets of Norton for a

minfmum of 3 years, .

This project will have a significant impact on the environment In the Town of Norton. The infrastructure in place is
not adequate to handle the volume of trucks. Union Road Is a narrow residentlal Street with no sidewalks, The
street [s already schaduled to be impacted by the final phase of the Shpack Suparfund Cleanup on property
abutting the Attleboro Landfill. The residents should not be subject to additional truck traffic, The air quality wil be
affected from the exhaust and dust emanating from the truck traffic.

The Norton Board of Selectmen reguest that this project be declared a project of regional significance and request
that a Spacial Review Procedure Is established as outiined in the MEPA regufations. A Speclal Revlew Procedwre
will enable the establishment of 2 Citizens Advisory Committee, This committee will pravide the opportunity for
nelghboring communities impacted by the project to provide input fo limit impacts on their communities.

Thank you for your consideration In this matter.

Sincerely,
%
Michael B
“Town Mariager -
ce: Board of Selectmen

‘Mark Dakers, Acting Buraay Chief DEP Lakevilie

Senator James E. Timilty

-Representative F. Jay Barrows

Representative Elizabeth A. Poirier

Representative Steven S, Howitt
Mayox Kevin J. Dumas
Kurt Schulte, EndCap Technology




TOWN OF NORTON

BOARD OF SELECTMEN
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August 27,2012

Mr, Mark Dakers

Acting Bureau Chief

Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
20 Riverside Drive

Lakeville, MA 02347

Re: Attleboro Landfill Closure Project
“Phase B” '

Dear Mr. Dakers:

In respohse to the public meeting held in the Town of Norton on August 14, 2012, the Norton Board of
Selectmen expresses our deepest concern over the current proposal for the Attleboro Landfill Closure,
The proposal as presented calls for the transporting of 650,000 cublc yards of construction and
demaolition fines, catch basin materials, street sweepings and dredge materials through the streets of
Norton, The transporting of this contaminated material wilt require a minimum of thirty five (35} truck’
trips to as much as 70 truck trips per day through the streets of Norton for a minimum of 3 years. -

We first question the need for such an extreme expansion of this capping project. We understand DEP’s
desire to have a suitable cap on this landfill. However in your own guidelines for the capping of landfills
you require that an impervious layer, such as clay or high density polyethylene, be placed on the upper
two feet of the sail cover system, The final layer requires at least six inches of topsoil and seeding. The
slopes shall be a mintmum of 5%. Following these guidelines would require approximately 30,000 cubic
yards of sofl or 5% of what is being proposed. ' -

In anticipation of the answer from the DEP, that this major expansion is required due to some crafiy
book keeping by Attleboro Landfill Incorporated that shows they have no funds for the capping and the
parpetual care fund and need to generate revenue, the Town of Norton requests that your office utilize
the most conservative accounting method available to determine the revenue needed.

We also question the utilization of the roads of Norion for the transportation of material to the City of
Attleboro. We ask that all alternatives be reviewed for transportation of these materials. The suggestion
was raised at the public meeting to review the use of rail transport. We support the study of this
alternative. If the use of rall transport is not possible all truck traffic should travel in and out of
Attleboro. The use of substandard Union Road as a trucking route fer this project should be rejected.
This is even more important as the adjacent Shpack Super Fund site enters the chemical contamination
removal phase. There will be truck traffic both in and out of this narrow residential road during the
Shpack cleanup. As has been true since the beginning of the project vehicles enter and leave through

f
|




Norton. We have not utllized any of the roads in Attleboro during the Shpack cleanup, Union Road
cannot handle truck traffic from both projects at the same time.

Prior to any approval for the work on the Attleboro landflll, we request that DEP seek written response
from all parties involved with the Shpack cleanup. We want comptete assurance from the engineers,
involved in this $70.5 million dollar superfund clean-up, that the integrity of the site will not be
compromised by any work at the Attleboro landfill. ‘

The Norton Board of Selectmen will be contacting the MEPA Office to request that this project be
declared a project of regional significance and request that a Special Review Procedure is established as
outlined in the MEPA regulations. A Special Review Procedure will enable the establishment of a Citizens
Advisory Committee. This committee will provide the opportunity for heighboring communities
impacted by the project to provide input to fimit impacts on their commumnities.

- The Norton Board of Selectmen requests that another informational meeting be held to inform
residents of Norton and Attleboro about the preject. The previous meeting this month, during the
height of the summer vacation season, did not afford many residents the opportunity of expressing their
opinions, This project Ras been on hold for several years now and a one month delay to organize a

meeting should not jeopardize the project.

We ask that DEP take Into consideration our concerns for public safety, air quality, quality of life for our
residents and impacts on the environment when considering plans for the capping of the Attleboro

Landfill.

Sincerely,

et .

C s

Timothy Giblin, Chairman

cc: Kurt Schulte EndCap Technology
Richard Sullivan, Secretary EOEEA
Mayor Dumas
Senator James E, Timilty
Representative F. Jay Barrows
Representative Elizabeth A, Poirier
Representative Steven S. Howitt




M. Kurt Schulte &1 Mr. Mark Dalkers
President ve ] i Acting Bureau Chief
EndCap Technology, LI iué..f!.s‘j | MassDEP, SE Region

555 South Street enl on | 20 Riverside Dr.

Quincy, MA 02169 wy @ | El Lakeville, MA 02347
kschulte@endeaptech.co ; - | & mark.dakers@state.ma.us

Genﬂemen:

I am Wi"itl‘mg‘ﬁiﬁ express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Atileboro Landfill Tne. (ALT).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reasen.

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haui in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacis associated with this project are obvious and
unaceeptable to the residents of our communities,

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
~ further extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards our -
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

1 trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP.

89 Sy I :

Name: i . /,f,l ~“%J&LWJMH\ e Sians~s
’ o £ 3763
Address: o7/ pﬂ,x/'w W) Tl e 03-7

Deadline for Comments is: Friday Sept. 28", PLEASE Do Not Delay!




Norton Conservalion Cowmmission
70 Trast Main Street
Norton MA 02766
508-285-0275
508-285.0277 Fax
conservalion@nerfonmays.com

August 28, 2012

Mr. Mark Dakers
Acting Bureau Chief
MA DEP

20 Riverside Drive
Lakeviile MA 02347

RE: Attleboro Landfill Inc., Phase B

Dear Mr. Dalcers,

The Norton Conservation Commission appreciates the opportunity to provide comment on the
proposed Phase B of the Attleboro Landfill Inc. project, The public hearing was held on August
14, 2012 in Norton, Offictals from Taunton did not appear to have been notified of the public
hearing despite the proposed truck route using Taunton roads as well as Norton. Please require
that the City of Taunton be properly notified of the project and be given the opportunity to

provide commaent, :

During the public hearing, the proponents distributed handouts and displayed project plans, none
of which were adequately explained to the public. The proponents did not appear to answer
questions about the plans when asked. Please require that the proponents completely and fully
describe the project using the proposed plans in the upcoming Attleboro meeting and any future

meetings.

The proposal should be enhanced to clearly describe how contaminated materials will be
prevented from leaching into the Town of Norton Shpack site or Norton wetland resource areas.
Currently, the Attleboro Landfill leaches hazardous materials into Norton along the Shpack
Superfund Site. The proponent should be required to provide documentation clearly
demonsirating that Norton resources will not be further contaminated with materials brought to
the site or leaching from the second phase of the landfill, even when capped. We request that the
Department include requirements for monitoring along the Norton/Attleboro municipal boundary
and contain safeguards for clean up should that occur in any decision rendered for this project.
We request that all monitoring reports also be submitted to the Town of Norton.

Regarding the proposed truck route through Norton, the Conservation Commission has concerns
regarding the substantial wetland resources on either side of Union Road. Union Road is a
slightly elsvated causcway between two large wetland systems. The two culverts near Chartley
Swamp and the railroad tracks appear to be undersized and may be inadequate to handle the
volume and size of the heavily-weighted trucks, Further, this section of the road is & well-known




Mopton Censervatics Commission
70 Bast Main Street
Morton WA 02766
508-285-0275
5082850277 fax
conseryation@nortonnmaug. com

location of wildlife-traffic conflicts, particularly for reptiles. The two culverts do not allow for
aquatic species passage. Please consider requiring that these culverts be upgraded to meet the
stream crossing standards by the proponents if truck traffic to ALI is to be diverted through the

~Town of Norton rather than through the City of Attleboro.

We request that the Department require the proponents investigate alternatives to the proposed
capping design that will either reduce the height, overall footprint, and proximity to wetlands fo
that which is reasonably required to cap the landfill. If solar panels or other recovery systems are
to be utilized to generate income for the monitoring portion of the project, then additional fill
above that required to cap the landfill should not be necessary. Additional fill brought to the site
raises concerns about erosion and stabilization of the site as well as construction-term and post-

construction storm water imanagement.

The project must be compliant with the 2012 Construction General Permit and Storm Water
Management Standards. We request that the Department retain a consulting engineer to conduct
the compliance review and monitoring during construction. If there is a winter shut-down, the
site should be appropriately stabilized with temporary seed to prevent erosion and sedimentation,

As described by the proponents, Phase B is subject to the Wetland Protection Act and Attleboro
Wetland By-Law. Please require that the Norton Conservation Commission receive a copy of the
Notice of Intent application and plans and notification of the meeting in Atfleboro. We further-
request a copy of the Comprehensive Site Assessmeit, Cotrection Action Design and Final

Closure Plan.

The Norton Conservation Commission supports capping a contaminated landfill to prevent
further environmental damage provided that the methods to not impair or alter wetland resources.
Thanlk you for your consideration of this matter. '

Sincerely,

MC@&M

Jennifer Carlino
Conservation Agent

Ce: Kurt Schulte, EndCap Technology
Richard Sullivan, Secretary EOEEA
Michael Yunits, Norton Town Manager
Heather Graf, CAST Coordinator -




|
fir, Kurt Schulte ' !,l.—!?_.%'?{f I M. Mark Dakers.

President fgi:?éting Bureau Chief
EndCap Technology, LLC ! .. |ViassDEP, SE Region

555 South Street u;;g{f : ;Zg Riverside Dr.

Quiney, MA 02169 e i L keville, MA 02347
kschulte{@endeapieeh,com {@Hi[ - %}% ric.dakers@siate.ma,us

Gentlemen:

boam writing to cxpress my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attieboro Laundiill Inc. (AL}

"The plan to tmport excessive amounts of “slightly contaminated’
materials fo bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

it-is difficult to understand how the Massachusetis Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. s the word
‘Eavironmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubie Yards of Undesirable WMiaterials: Which equals

One Million, Twe Hundred Thousand TONS is aimost unfathomable.
it is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminaied’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unaceepiable to the residents of our communities,

‘The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, {o
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALl Mound® tows rds our
neighborioods and the Shpaeck Superfund Sit¢, cannot be tolerated,

| frust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonabie minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal wili
cither be withdrawn or rejected by MassDIP.
' - o
Tohty MEOS(ROC (ot qellos—==
woran. A2 Nedectr )
Address? )7 Uﬂ golg 7@004{) f\(@lf’}[‘bn,~ M#a

Nusne:

Deadline for Comments is Tuesday Sept. 4, 2012 (Day after Labor Day)
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Mr. Kurt Schulte Mi Mark Dakers
President 5 &cnug Bureau Chief
FundCap Technology, LLC ,“ assDEP, SE Region
555 South Street

? fZG Riverside Dr.
"y fLalq:e*vllle, MA 02347
mark dakers(@state.ma.us

(Quinecy, MA 02169
Ischulte@endcantech.com

Gentlemen:

I am writing to express my adamant epposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALI).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Interprise is beyond reason.

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan.

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

one million, two hundred thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
Tt is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impact associated with this project is obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communmnities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ and the Shpack Superfund Site,
cannot be tolerated.

I trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDIEP.

Lisa M Meclntosh
Norton, MA




Gentlenen:

I am writing to express iny adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALX).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

It is difficult to undersiand how the Massachugetts Department of
Env:ronmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Envir onmeutal’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000-Ciibic. Yards, of Undesmable Materials: Whuh equals
e Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost wafathomablé:
“ig-estimated, that 27,000 Trucks would be required to hauli in thxs
amtount of ‘Stightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris. :

'The negative lmpacts associated with this project are obvious’ and
unacceptable to-the residenis of our communities. i

The addition; of obscene amounts of contammated soils and debrls, 1o
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALK Mound’ towards our-
nelghbnrhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

I trust that When all of the comments and demands are considered,

reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
cither be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP.

Name: (ﬁfgm Y X L)

Address:
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M, Kurt Schulte Mr. Mark Dakers

. President AR Acting Bureau Chief
- EndCap Technology, LLC. ;i < MassDEP, SE Region
555 South Street e

|
i
) 20 Riverside Dy.
f Lakeville, MA 02347

Quincy, MA 02169 | | &
- mark.dakers@state.ma.us

kschulte@endcaptech, cOm »

Genflemen:

I am writing to express my adamant opposition to EﬁdCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attieboro Landfill Ine. (ALD.

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
- materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

Xt s difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even considey this plan. s the word
‘]an;ronmental’ in the Department’b name an oxymoron‘?

- 650, 000 Cubic Yards of Undemrable Materials: Which equals
One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in thls
amount of ‘Slightly Contammated’ Soils and Debyis.

The negative impacts associated with this pro;ect are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, fo
further extend the existing noxiouns ‘ALI Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

"X trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP,

1
. e
'-Name: {\;,)JMWC» /f/t \‘/‘*ﬂ Vn{/

"x?k-f ;/.g_(»m »ff . gfi 5’ .c& )_Lé_f’ o Y 374

Add[‘eSS‘ | Coe /c{(!/{*‘-‘é}»

: Deadlme for Comments is: Friday Sept 28“‘ PLBASE Do.Not Delay!




/ - Mr. Kurt Schulte'j' S Mr.IMalfl;kDakers'

. President S = -zl Acting Bureaun Chief

- EndCap Technology, LL B & '@l MassDEP, SE Region

555 South Street - = o1 20 Riverside Dr. '

Quiney, MA 02169 - e Lakeville, MA. 02347
l{schultc@endcaptech.c(g&_f:éi-‘f : m S mark.dakers@state.ma;us!

E’l','

Gentlemen: ) R ;
I am writing to express my adéiﬂéiﬁ;ﬁﬁ:}sﬁi@n to End’Cap’sZle .
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Tinc. (ALL).

The plan to import excéssive amounts of ‘skightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

Tt is difficult to understand how the Massdchusetts Beparfment of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. s the word -
“Eavironmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron? '

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
Tt is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this projeet are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities,

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris,. o
furth- “~*end the cxisting noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards our-
neighi..aoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

1 frust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEY.

Name: }O /C(J/FZ(_(({,\._, ﬂﬁiz L / |
Address: /] /éjmy ST Mé’é? /Z & 027 6¢

Deadline for Comments isi Friday Sept. 28", PLEASE Do Not Delay!
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Tom & Lynn Larkin
78 Holden St.
Attleboro MA 02703
Home: 508.226.5609

Mr. Kénneth Kimiell

Commissiong

ent of

Massachusétts Dép:
Environinental Protection .

One Winter St i i oy o)

Boston MAozmg B

Mr. Klmmel

We are wiiling this letter to express concern over the project to cap the Attleboro
landfill. I effect, this project is actually to reopen the Attlebore landfill for a number
of years. The logistics associated with reopening the landfill produces a great deal of
risk for the ¢itizens of Attleboro, in terms of the potential for exposure to
contaminated waste as well as the potential safety impact of the proposed truck
transport on the streets that cannot support these trucks, in'practice and in

ordinance.

‘We would appreciafe your attention in this important matter.

TECEIVEDR

SEF 28 200

t

E.B
SOUTH &31‘ REGION
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My, Kurt Schulte l}@ . Mark Dakers

President o:Acting Bureau Chief
EndCap Techuology, LLC e MassDEP SE Region
555 South Street Riverside Dr.

Quincy, MA 02169
kschulte(@endeaptech.com

L2
],} keville, MA 02347
) \'l'{:ll‘k dakers(@state.ma.us

Gentlemen:

I am writing to express my a_dax;nant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill inc. (ALI).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

Tt is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Matcrials: Which equals.

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
1t is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALE Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

1 trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,

reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
cither be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEY.

Name: DALE HuRA

Addréss: A M \WASHIN&TON ST, , NO RTON, MA, Oz7e6

Deadline for Coﬁr;;ents is Tuesday Sept. 4, .20.12' (Déy after Labor Day)
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Mr. Kurt Schulte
President

EndCap Technology, LL C
555 South Street

Quincy, MA 02169 -
kschulte@endeaptech. Lom u

| f Mr. Mark Dakers

| v~_.:_é; Acting Bureau Chief
MassDEP, SE Region
iy 20 Riverside Dy,

“ED Lakeville, MA 02347
mark.dakers@state.ma.us

Gentlemen:

I am writing to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALI).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond rcason.

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Tvio Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable,
1t is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ fowards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

I trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP,

e

Address: %W 4 FO76C

Deadline for Comments is: Friday Sept. 28", PLEASE Do Not Delay!
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9/10/12

Mark Dakers, DEP Bureau Chief
RE: Aitleboro Laﬁdﬁll

20 Riverside Drive

Lakeville, MA 02347

Dear Mr. Dakers:

After reading an article in the Attleboro Sun Chronicle regarding the capping of
the landfill on Peckham Street, | was compelled to write to you. My concerns are
as follows:

1. The proposed truck route down Pike Avenue Is very narrow, especially over

the railroad bridge.
2. The intersection at the beginning of Pike Avenue and Pleasant Street(where

the trucks would be exiting) is difficult to negotiate and guite dangerous.
3. The volume of trucks is unacceptable!l!!
4. The schedule of 6 days per week is excessive.
5. Why is “slightly contaminated” soil being used in this project ?

Would you kindly give your consideration to another plan which would be more
efficient and more environmentally sound.

Thank you from a concérned resident,

Louise E. Holander

A2 prucee prlwrleq
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M. Kurt Schulte Mr Mark Dakers
President [y ] Afu,tmg Bureau Chief
EndCap Technology, LLC ;f ST f assDEP, SE Region
555 South Street e ngO Riverside Dr.
Quincy, MA 02169 gl 2 [k Lakeville, MA 02347

ksehulte@endeaptech.com ;(;;"_;;;,}f ce mark.dakers@state.ma.us

Gentlemen:

[ am writing to express my "adéﬁiﬁ?ﬁ“ﬁp“pos{tion to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALI).

The plan to 1mp0rt excessive amounts of ‘slightly contammated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cublc Yards of Undesirable Materlals Which equals

One Million, Two Huidred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities,

The addifion of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

1 trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP.

Name: Mn. 3/14/\,5 %ﬁwo«,& H'mU—aJZ\_aw\

B Dewtv L ercesTER T
Address: Nall’wrd, MA 0:}_7(‘,(0_2,,0]

Deadline for Comments is Tuesday Sept. 4, 2012 (Day after Labor Day)




Mr, Kurt Schulte Mr. Mark Dakers

President = -+ Acting Bureau Chief

End Cap Technology, MassDEP, SE Region
555 South Street 20 Riverside Dr.

Lakeville, MA 02347
mark.dakers@state.ma.us

Quincy, MA 02169

kschulte@endcaptech.¢ b
I
Ji
Gentlemen: et /

T

I am writing to express my adamant opposition te EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALI).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
madterials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubie Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities,

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards our.
neighborhcods and the Shpac.{ Su perfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

I trust that when all of the comments and demands are conSIderod,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP,

Name, WAy e A Lo
ddves; 729 Wo. WoRcET72t s, // s );9,?9

Deadlme for Comments is Tuesday Sept. 4, 2012 (Day after Labor Day)




September 7, 2012

Mr. Mark Dakers, Acting Bureau Chief
MassDEP, Southeast Region

20 Riverside Dr.,

Lakeville, MA 02347
mark.dakers@state. ma.us

Re: EndCap Project Proposal for Attleboro Landfill Inc. (AL
Third Comment Letter from Heather Graf, CAST Coordinator 6 Pages

Mr. Dakers,

Please accept the following as my third and (hopefully) final comment letter on
EndCap Technology’s 2012 Plan for Capping of the ALl ‘Phase B’ Parcel.

First | would like to address the existing conditions at the ALl ‘Phase A’ Site which
has been capped and certified by MassDEP,

Investigations conducted at the abutting Shpack FUSRAP/Superfund Site, prior to
issuance of the Record of Decision (ROD), confirmed that there was leaching from
the ALl ‘Phase A’ Site (Mound) into the Shpack Site, This was one reason why
Norton accepted a lower level of cleanup for the Shpack Site.

Investigations conducted by GHR Engineers of New Bedford, MA back in March of
1980 stated that Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) had been detected in
groundwater at Shpack and ALL '

[March 25, 1980 GHR Report: In samples collected from 10 observation wells on
ALl Property on Peckham St., plus 2 samples of contaminated soil from the Shpack
Property — 15 volatile chemicals were detected in 1 or more observation wells,
Eight of the volatile organics exceed human health criteria.  They are as follows:
Vinyl Chloride, Methylene Chloride, Chloroform, 1, 2 Dichloroethylene,
Bromodichioromethane, Trichloroethylene, Benzene and Tetrachlorethylene.
These volatile organic compounds are considered to be potential carcinogens if
consumed In drinking water, fish or shellfish. If a chemical is suspected of being a
hurnan carcinogen, there is ho recognized safe concentration in drinking water or
food which will provide absoclute protection of human health except Zero.']




Also it was determined that the groundwater flow from ALl (Phase A) was
towards the west, north and east. The Northeastern groundwater flow was
discharging into Chartley Pond and Chartley Swamp.

Keeping in mind that this GHR Engineering report Is from 30+ years agq; and
science has advanced since then in sounding alarms for many more contaminants
at much lower concentrations, there is legitimate cause for concern regarding
exactly what VOCs are present at the ALl ‘Phase A’ Site, and to what extent they
may be leaching into the surrounding areas including: The abutting Shpack Site,
Chartley Pond & Chartley Swamp, and Peckham St., and may also be mlgratmg
even further in the groundwater.

CAST would like to know what steps MassDEP has taken: To determine what
contaminants are buried in the Attleboro Landfill ‘Phase A’ Mound, and gauge
where they may be migrating to..,

What are the: past, present and future monitoring activities at the ALl ‘Phase A’
Site (at existing onsite wells, the boundary with Shpack and at Peckham St.)?

fn a US EPA sampling of residential wells (2001 - 2003) on Peckham St., Attleboro
and Union Rd, & Maple St., Norton: VOCs were detected in 4 out of 6 wells tested,
with the highest levels of MBTE (methyl-tert-butyl-ether) found in a house on
Peckham St. {House #2),

MassDEP should be monitoring the entire periphery of the ALl ‘Phase A’ (Mound)
Site - to determine what leaching is occurring, and further What corrective
actions may need to be taken at that site.

CAST had previously requested that MassDEP document the conditions at the ALI
‘Phase B’ Site. This should fnciude Existing Groundwater Data for the ‘Phase B’
Site,

The notion that: Hauling in One Million, Two Hundred Thousand Tons of
Contaminated Debris (equal to/or worse than what you propose to cover),
creating another noxious Mound (where a low and level relatively benign
overgrown wetlands parcel now exists) will somehow ‘Protect Groundwater’-
flies in the face of reason. |




For the record: CAST believes the whole rail issue is a ‘ted herring’ — an option
that never was seriously considered and never will be, EndCap is a trucking

operation.

And this just in: Jay Cashman trying to make inroads (forgive the pun} in Norton to
stem the opposition here, placed a call to a friend in the business with ties to
Norton. When the person responded that Union Rd. was very narrow, the answer
from Cashman was "We Plan To Widen It’.

[f Cashman (or anyone else) thinks that widening Union Rd. in Norton is a nice
carrot to tempt acceptance of their project, they are way off base. Quite the
contrary: Any talk of widening Union Rd. would create a Firestorm on all levels.
The road has already been widened to the greatest extent possible. Homes up at
the S. Worcester St. end have no frontage. Complications include: The CSX Rail
Line, Chartley Pond and Chartley Swamp, The Shpack Superfund Site and Staging
Areas. And finally, Ron and Janet O’Reilly - who own the lovely home and
property closest to Shpack and AL, plus 29 Acres of woods on both sides of Union
{(which come right up to the roadway). With 5 lawyers in the family - The O'Reillys
would tie EndCap, Cashman (or whomever) up in court forever. They will not get
one inch of O'Reilly Property! '

There must be a humungus profit for Cashman/EndCap if they think they could
afford additional costs associated with the widening of Union Rd.

CAST hereby requests EndCap include that in their Financial Model Statement.

This is the sixth time in twelve years that | have been involved in a ‘Bail Out ALl

Scheme’.
in 2012 EndCap put a whole new face on their project, with underhanded

maneuvers meant to deceive, and achieve their goals by any despicable means.

The project this time has proven very divisive (especially for the City of Attleboro).
Residents and Officials of this area deserve better, and we expect DEP to stand up

for US.

It is time for the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Agency
to put an end to this nonsense, '

Thank you for consideration of these additional comments,
Heather Graf, CAST Coordinator




CC;

Kurt Schulte, President EndCap Technology LLC

Robert Johnson, MassDEP SE Regional Office

Garth Patterson, Congressman Barney Frank’s Office

State Senator Jim Timilty

State Representatives: Betty Poirier, Jay Barrows, Steven Howatt George Ross
Mike Yunits, Norton Town Manager

Norton Board of Selectmen: T. Giblin, B. Bramwell, B. Salvo, M. Steele, B.Kimball
Jennifer Carlino, Norton Conservation Agent

Leon Dumont, Norton Health Agent

Diane Battistello, Norton Board of Health

Ron O'Reilly, CAST Assistant Coordinator

Mayor Tom Hoye, Taunton

DPW Commissioner Fred Cornaglia, Taunton

Norton Police and Fire Chiefs, Norton Highway Superintendent

Attleboro City Councilors: Richard Conti, Jonathan Weydt, Walter Thibodeau
George Spatcher, Roxanne Houghton, Ted Leach, Charles Adler, Jackie Romanecki
Tara Henrichon, Mass. Audubon

Keith Carreiro, Candidate for State Representative

 Scott Acone, US Army Corps of Engineers (Shpack)

Melissa Taylor, US Environmental Protection Agency (Shpack)

Garry Waldeck, MassDEP, Bureau of Waste Site Cleanup (Shpack)

Michael Last Esquire, Shpack Steering Committee (PRP Group)

John D’Agostino and Tim Pac, ERM (Shpack)

Frances Shirley and Linda Kollett, Nortoh Land Preservation Society

Press: Kassmin Williams, Heather Harriss, Kelly Mello, Jonathan Friedman

END




August 15,2012  Comments In Response to Aug. 14, 2012

Public Information Meeting in Norton Four Pages
EndCap Technology’s Proposal for Capping of Aitleboro Landfill Inc.
From Heather Graf, Coordinator ‘Citizens Advisory Shpack Team’ (CAS]

TO:
My, Kurt Schulte, President — EndCap Technology LL.C
Mz, Mark Dakers, Acting Bureau Chief — MassDEP, SE Region

The *Citizens Advisory Shpack Team’ hereby demands that a second Publi e
Information Meeting be scheduled by EndCap for September 2012 (after
Labor Day) in Attleboro. It should be held on a Wednesday night to allow an
opportunity for individuals who had a conflict with the Tuesday evening
session in Notton (Including Taunton Officials).

Location: To be determined by Attleboro Mayor Kevin Dumas.

Three weeks advance notice should be given for the meeting,

Current and Accurate Materials (copy of meeting presentation slides and the
Q&A Info. Sheet) should be received by Norton’s Town Manager and the
Mayor of Attleboro at least 10 days priof to the public meeting.

EndCap should provide enough handouts of their Slide Presentation for all
attendees. (CAST should not have been the sole provider of informational
handouts at the August 14, 2012 public meeting in Norton),

Microphones should be available for presenters, as well as the audience.

‘CAST’ also officially 1equests of MassDEP that the 21 day comment period
be extended, and the clock not start ticking on the comment period until this
second Public Information Meeting has been held in Attleboro.

Further CAST hereby requests/expects EndCap to provide in Yash'i‘cing:

Project Financials required by the Department’s Grading and Shaping
Regulations.
Financial Analysis of the Project Costs Versus the Projected Income,
If the project moves forward: Quarterly Financial Reporis provided in the
event that more money is generated and less materials are needed.

A ‘Landfill Assessment’ including evaluation of potential impacts resulting
from the types and quantities of materials brought to the site for closure
activities. Both short and long-term (after closure) impacts shall be
evaluated.




[The actual or potential public health, safety and environmental threats
attributable to the proposed site activities must be considered by MasaDEP
in determmmg the type and extent of the selected closure.]

A ‘Corrective Action Alternative Analysis’ which evaluates: No action
scenario, consolidation of waste into a smaller footprint**, closure of the
site in accordance with standard regulatory requirement: grading and
shaping necessary to establish minimum closure grades (5%).

[Note: At a 2006 meeting in Norton with reps. from Jay Cashman Inc.,
EndCap Tech., Mass DEP, and ALI Attorney — Michelle O’Brien:

It was stated that the size of the footprint could be reduced to 6 acres, and
that 50,000 cubic yards would be sufficient to cap that].

FEndCap: Clarify the Number of Acres Identified as ‘ALI Parcel B’

(87 107 137) What are the Current Conditions at the Site?
[The extent of closure activities must be determined by MassDEP
evaluating present conditions and alternatives, including the ‘no action’
alternative, and construction of a standard cap.
In 2006, DEP stated the project proponent should minimize the size and
scope of the project to the extent feasible, and mitigate impacts to ensure
community support.]

CAST also Requests from EndCap in Writing:
A ‘Formal’® Traffic Study by a certified traffic engineer,

EndCap - Clarify the number of Inbound Trucks (357 507 757) and
Provide a ‘Not to Exceed Number’. Plus the Size and Weight of trucks used.

Clarify the volume of ‘slightly contaminated’ material proposed to be
brought in to the site (650,000 cubic yards = One million, two hundred
thousand Tons of Undesirable Material).

Clarify Duration of the Construction Project (Years) and On Site Activities.
Provide: a ‘Chemical Quality Management Plan’ for the slightly

contaminated materials proposed to be used, how they will be handled and
retested.




Provide ‘Confirmatory Testing Plan’ for incoming materials, Random soils
coming in to theproject will be selected by the Norton Health Agent for
retesting fo insure no hazardous waste slips by the developers at the site.
Project Proponent must provide specific identification of the source(s) and
nature of the materials to be brought to ALIL

The Norton Board of Health expects to visit the construction Slte(s) from
where the materials will be coming,
[MassDEP must determine that closure materials will not increase
quantities of leachate or landfill gas, and not increase nuisance
conditions, such as noise, dust or odor at the site.]

Provide: EndCap’s schedule establishing when key components of the
closure are expected to begin and be completed (4 Years?) -

Detailed information on the type of truck coverings to be used and
procedures for decontamination of trucks leaving the site.

Norton and Attleboro Conservation Agents expect to see Wetlands
Delineation and Endangered Species Information required by Department
regulations, This area IS wetlands.

‘CAST’ further demands that EndCap’s ALI Capping Project adhere to
Federal Truck Weight Limits of 80,000 pounds fully loaded, to protect
roads and public safety.

That the Host Community Tipping Fee be set at the standard $1.00 Per Ton,
(Not $0.25 as has been offered to Norton & Attleboro). The tipping fee
paid to Norton should be based on the weight of the inbound trucks loaded.

That EndCap negotiate with the City of Taunton for the Inbound Loaded
Trucks using Taunton roads between Rte. 495 and Rte. 140 in Norton.

That EndCap provide a detailed Traffic Management Plan to demonstrate
how their trucks will deal with or avoid conflict with:
Inbound and Qutbound trucks on Union Rd. in Norton used for the
ongoing remediation of the Shpack Superfund Site (insufficient width).
A ‘No Thru Trucking’ Restriction on Pike Ave. in Attleboro
Trucks passing by School Bus Stops along residential routes, during
project operating hours of 7:00 AM to 4:30 PM Monday through Friday.



That there will be a Peer Review of the project agreements by an
Independent Licensed Site Professional (chosen by the Town of Norton), to
determine the feasibility of the project, and whether any negative impacts
could be anticipated on the adjacent remediated Shpack Superfund Site,

Any ‘Mitigation Agreément’ between EndCap and the Town of Norton
should Include (but not be limited to) - Costs Incurred by the Town for:

‘Legal costs already incurred, and to be incurred by the Town of Norton for
Town Counsel to review and negotiate terms of EndCap agreements.

Indemnification of the Town of Norton for any and all claims resulting from
the project.

Assurance bonds for fundmg to complete the capping of ALI, and future
monitoring & maintenance in the event EndCap defaults on the project or
the projected revenue is not realized.

Cost to Norton Highway Dept. for photo documentation of road
conditions, and cost for restoration of roads that were used for the project
after project’s completion.

- An insurance consultant for Norton - to recommend coverage and
performance bonds to be purchased by EndCap LLC (a limited liability
company) to protect the Town of Norton for the duration of the project, as
well as future monitoring & maintenance of ALL

Costs incurred by the Town of Norton’s Police Department for truck traffic
control and enforcement, and response to calls associated with the project,

Costs incurred by Norton’s Fire Depattment for response to calls associated
with the project.

Costs incurred by Norton School System for additional crossing guards,
police escorts, details ot other measures taken to ensure their student’s

safety.

NOTE To Other Recipients of This Letter:
Comments Should be Sent to —
kschulte@endcaptech.com
mark.dakers{@state.ma.us

Current Deadline is Tuesday September 4, 2012 (Day after Labor Day)

Heather Graf, CAST Coordinator (Copies of other letters appremated)
229 N. Worcester St.  Norton, MA 02766
Ph: (508) 226 — 0898 E-mail: heathergrafl @comcast.net




August 23, 2012 Comments In Response to Aug. 14, 2012 Part II

Public Information Meeting in Norton 8 Pages
EndCap Technology’s Proposal for Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc,
Erom: Heather Graf 229 N. Worcester St, Norton MA 02766

[ submitted a four page Comment Piece - Dated August 15, 2012
As: Coordinator of the ‘Citizens Advisory Shpack Team’ (CAST).

This Comment Piece: Part IT is my own personal response to the EndCap
sponsored Public Meeting, and their 2012 Proposal for Capping of ALL
[Note: I do not live along the trucking route or near to the ALI Site.]

Included are Comments that should have been noted by you at the meeting
(minus the drama), and others for the record:

EndCap’s ‘Mitigation Agreements’ with both the City of Attleboro and the
Town of Norton are garbage. All that is detailed in these ‘legal documents’
are the Proposed Trucking Routes, and a ‘Host Community Tipping Fee’.

Neither Route Works.

EndCap simply did not do its homework:

A “Q & A’ four page piece (along with a thirteen page blue slide
presentation packet) sent via e-mail to Norton’s Town Manager - Mike
Yunits on August 3, 2012 clearly states: In the Last Sentence of Paragraph 2:
“Remediation activities for the Shpack site have been completed”,

This is WRONG!

Apparently someone in receipt of my recent communications (noting the
serious error) notified EndCap prior to the public meeting, and the paragraph
was rewritten to state: remediation activities would continue for a couple
more years, |

[ resent Attornev Richard Nylen's attempt to save face, and discredit me to
the 75 people in attendance at this meeting with a lie, saying that the
document in question never read as I maintained it had. :

Tim Giblin — Chairman of the Norton Board of Selectmen (seated in the
front row) came forward to show Attorney Nylen the original Q & A Piece
that we were in receipt of, and Nylen blew him off.

This is the second time this year that EndCap’s attorney has been caught in a
clear misrepresentation of the facts, :




The first instance was in a letter dated January 23, 2012 from Richard Nylen,
to Norton®s NEW Town Manager Mike Yunits, which accompanied a
‘Letter of Agreement for your execution”. Nylen’s letter stated that “EndCap
and the Town of Norton, acting through its (former) Town Manager, (had)
reached an agreement on a mitigation payment after long discussions and
public meetings.” Nylen expected Mr, Yunits to sign the new document.
There was NO such agreement signed with the Town of Norton.

A two page letter from EndCap President Kurt Schulte to Norton’s former
Town Manager Jim Purcell - dated January 2008 was also attached with
Nylen’s January 2012 packet sent to our NEW Town Manager Mike Yunits.
The information in this document is ancient history and no longer relevant
in 2012. But a NEW Town Manager would have no knowledge of that.

Until August 3, 2012 — there was no solid information provided to the Town
of Norton relative to EndCap’s 2012 Proposal, just pressure to make a deal.

Not only was the information in their 2012 Q & A Piece false...
EndCap's Blue Slide Presentation Piece sent 11 days prior to the August
2012 Pyblic Meeting was dated November 24, 2008!

And Information in the two documents provided at the same time ( August 3,
2012) did not even match.

EndCap’s Q & A Piece stated that: “An Average of 35 Trucks per day
will arrive at the site,”

The Blue Slide Presentation Piece from 2008 stated that: An Average of 50
Trucks per day will deliver material to the site, 75 Trucks will deliver
on peak days.”

And we had been told the 2012 proposal would be identical to EndCap’s

2608 Plan.

In EndCap’s Presentation at the Aug, 14, 2012 Public Meeting, it was stated
that Closure Activities would take 4 years: 3 years to ‘cap’ the Jandfill,
and 1 additional year to close the landfill with loam and seed on top of
the ‘cap’, - '

This information is consistent with statements from Attorney Nylen in a
letter to Norton Town Manager Mike Yunits dated June 7, 2012,

But a four year time period exceeds what is allowed by MassDEP.




Also consistent is the Volume of Materials in cubic yards that EndCap
proposes to bring in: 650,000 Cubic Yards [which equals: One Million,
Two Hundred Thousand TONS!]

The Army Corps of Engineers Project Manager for the Shpack Superfund
Site estimated that 650,000 Cubic Yards of Material would require
27,000 Fully Loaded Bump Trucks One Way/Inbound,

EndCap’s 2012 Q & A Piece defines the Trucking Routes for both
Attleboro & Norton. This information is consistent with that provided in
2008, and also in ‘Mitigation Agreements’ for both Attleboro and Norton,

Both Trucking Routes FAIL!

EndCap’s Inbound Trucking Route in Norton Includes Union Road.
Because: Remediation Activities will still be ongoing at the Shpack
Superfund Site '

Because: Both Inbound and Qutbound Trucks working at the Shpack Site
will continue to use the same Route as EndCap proposes

Because: Both Shpack & EndCap Routes Include Union Rd.

Because: Union Rd. has insufficient width to accommodate trucks passing in
both directions '
Because: Remediation of the Shpack Superfund Site'is an obvious
PRIORITY

EndCap’s Proposed Inbound Trucking Route Through Norton -
FAILS.

EndCap’s Outbound Trucking Route in Attleboro Includes Pike Avenue.
Because there is a ‘NO THRU TRUCKING’ Restriction on Pike Ave.
EndCap’s Proposed Qutbound Trucking Route Through Attleboro -
FAILS.

The ‘Host Community Tipping Fee’ EndCap is offering to Att]eboro
and Norton is 25 Cents Per TON.
This is one quarter of the Standard Tipping Fee which is $1.00.

In Richard Nylen’s June 7, 2012 letter to Mike Yunits, he estimated after 4
years time the TOTAL Payment to the Town of Norton would be:

$162, 500. That is Chump Change!

One must assume the payment of 25 cents per TON is based on the
weight of EndCap’s UNLOADED Trucks.




A Question was posed at the August 14, 2012 Public Meeting by Joan
DeCosta of Norten - concerning whether the City of Taunton had been
approached about EndCap’s Proposal.

The Answer was NO,

This, in spite of the fact that EndCap’s Proposed Route for all Inbound
Loaded Trucks is Through Taunton.

I would suggest, that unless EndCap proposes to pay a Tipping Fee to
Taunton, that portion of their Inbound Route — also FAILS.

Mayor Hoye of Taunton was briefed on the project by Ms, DeCosta, and
their Commissioner of Public Works attended the public meeting in Norton.
On August 20, 2012 a letter from Fred Cornaglia was sent to Atforney
Richard Nylen outlining: Mitigation expected by Taunton, This includes
the ‘standard’ $1.00 Tipping Fee as well as other conditions. The letter
was also sent to Mark Dakers at MassDEP and Kurt Schulte at EndCap.

EndCdp s Entire Approach to the ALI Capping Project in 2012 has been at
best: Unprofessional, Confusing and Sloppy.

Whatever level of Trust that might have been achieved between EndCap
and The Town of Norton, has been sacrificed with (in my opinion) apparent
Underhanded Maneuvers. '

Contact Person and Public Meeting Moderator: Attorney Richard Nylen
Engineering Project Presentation at Public Meeting;: Lew1s Conley (Vice
President, Jay Cashman Inc.)

Official Comments to be Sent to: Kurt Schulte (President, EndCap
Technology LLC).

For The Record, Please Clarify Existing Conditions of ALI Phase B:

Total Acreage of ALI Phase B Parcel (237 13?7 107 87)

Total Acreage where materials were dumped? During What Years?

Type of materials? Volume of materials? Source of materials?

It appears this plan is to bring in a huge amount of material to cover a small
amount of relatively benign material making a Mountain out of a mole hill,
The existing materials on site (some B&C Debris?) could/should be
consolidated into a smaller footprint (6 acres?) which would require a
“much lower volume of materials to cover (50,000 cubic yards?)

What exactly is the MINIMUM Volume of Clean Materials necessary (o
cover and cap ALI Phase BY

Was there ever any type of cap installed on ALI Phase B ?




Questions & Comments from Meeting Attendees: :

Dayid Davignon, Notton, Asked Heather Graf about how hard Norton
fought for: An Acceptable Level of Cleanup at the Shpack Superfund Site,
and to keep the remediation process on track. Twelve plus years since the
ACOF came to town to discuss this with Norton, and 70.5 Million Dollars
later, we are finally seeing the light. Perhaps two more years of on site
activities by the US EPA and PRP Group, beginning in the Spring of 2013
(cleaning up chemical contaminants and heavy metals) and the Site should
finally be remediated and ready for closure, The Army Corps Project
Manager for Shpack, when advised of the EndCap Plan asked me “Why
would Norton even consider that?!” Good Question. ..

Why even consider importing 650,000 cubic yards of undesirable ‘slightly
contaminated’ materials (debris & soils) to expand an already menacing ALl
Mound, to then surround Shpack on two sides, and loom over another
Norton neighborhood (Maple St.). Norton accepted a lower level of cleanup
for the Shpack Superfund Site, due to the uncontrolled leaching from the
ALI Phase A Mound onto Shpack, This, in spite of the fact that the ALI
Phase A Cap has been accepted and certified by MassDEP.

[Prior to the Public Meeting, Norton’s Police Chief had asked me about the
trucking activities associated with the cleanup of the Shpack Superfund Site:
All of the trucks involved with remediation of the Shpack Site were
performing a valuable service: Hauling out radioactive and other hazardous
materials, bringing in clean soils and sand, for remediation of our decades
old toxic waste dump, Details of their operations were provided,
professionally managed and tightly monitored by Army Corps personnel.
According the ACOE Project Manager: 51,000 cubic yards of material was
removed from the Shpack Site, with a total of 2,120 trucks used to haul that
amount of material out. The Army Corps PM also reminded me that truck
trips occurred in batches, with starts and stops while excavating activities
were ongoing. :
EndCap’s trucking activities would be consistent and non-stop,

And 27,000 trucks would be needed to bring in 650,000 cubic yards of
material.]

Tom Stevens, Norton. Asked what was going to be done to compensate him
for negative impacts to his (over one million dollar) property on Maple St.
which backs up to the site. Nothing. Stevens moved out of Boston and
bought a property in the woods, to get away from ‘that stutf’.



EndCap expects the Stevens family and their neighbors of the Maple and
Slater Street Areas to endure 4 years of construction activity: '
With at least 27,000 trucks entering and exiting the site, six days a week,
from 7 AM to 4:30 PM, the annoying sound of brakes & backup signals, the
racket associated with lifting of truck beds, slamming of tail gates, and then
the noise, vibration, dust, disruption, odors, and potential pollution of air and
water caused by an excavator and bulldozers moving One Million, Two
Hundred Thousand Tons of material around.

And after four years time, what are the residents of the Maple/Slater Street
Area left with? A new menacing Mound of Debris piled high in their midst.
So much for your (million dollar plus) property in the woods Stevens.

* And too bad for the wildlife in the area which would be displaced.

Denny Goodrich, Norton, Expressed concern for Public Safety, especially
for children on Union Rd. and Sturdy Street who must wait for school buses
at the comer of Union Rd. and S, Worcester St.

State Rep. Jay Barrows. Asked about the runoff from the huge pile of
‘slightly contaminated’ materials being brought in and moved around,
during the construction phase. Vague response.

Janet O’Reilly, Norton, Was interested in Lewis Conley’s involvement with
BATG Environmental of Hingham, MA. Norton dealt with Mr, Conley back
in 2002 when he was Project Manager for BATG, coming forth with this
same Proposal, which we have since seen from him again working for
EndCap (2006 & 2008), and now in 2012 as V.P. of Jay Cashman Inc.

It should come as no surprise that Conley gave the Engineering Presentation
at this 2012 Meeting (even though he is now Vice President of Jay Cashman,
Inc.) Jay Cashman Inc. has been, and continues to be — the huge construction
_firm (working on such projects as the ‘Big Dig’ and the Greenbush Rail
Project) which needs to find places to dump their Undesirable ‘Slightly
Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

What Ms, O’Reilly was most interested in was aMay 2003 report in the
Worcester Telegram & Gazette - relative to an indictment against BATG for
submitting false documents about debris dumped at a Salisbury Landfill. “A
landfill used by BATG Environmental was closed by Salisbury Health
Officials after asbestos-lined pipe, concrete, wires, bricks and other debris
were, found in the fill.’ :




State Rep. Jay Barrows assailed EndCap for scheduling this Public
Information Meeting in the Middle of August, when half the world is on
vacation, and holding it in a sweltering school cafeteria. Attorney Nylen
responded that EndCap wanted to hold the meeting in July, HUHY
Actually, EndCap argued against holding a public meeting at all, but -
MassDEP insisted. What better way for a project proponent to discourage
turnout than this type of planning?

Norton has a Community Room in the Public Library. It is air conditioned,
comfortable and seats 100 +, 1f EndCap had checked with Norton officials,
this would have been the recommended place for their Norton Meeting,
Rep. Barrows insisted that another Public Information Meeting be scheduled
after Labor Day, in a more appropriate location.

This demand is included in my first Comment Piece (Dated Aug.15, 2012),

I won’t list all the other important questions and comments coming from-a
very engaged, vocal and adamant audience.

Hope MassDEP was taking notes. I also have encouraged all interested
parties to submit comments in wr 1tmg before the 21 Day Comment Period 18
set to expire on Tuesday, Sept. 4" [An Extension Has Been Requested.]

Towards the end of the meeting, a Norton resident voiced her concern that
the public needed to be provided with more information about this Project’s
History.

I can certainly accommodate her, but for purposes of the August 14" Public
Meeting in Norton — 1 was fortunate to print a two page Informational
Handout,

EndCap should have had copies of their slide presentation available for
attendees.

This WILL be expected at the next Public Information Meeting, which was
- requested in my first Comnment Piece.

I would like the young woman to know that:

This projeci proposal is the same one which was presented in 2002, 2006
and 2008, Every time it was rejected by the Town of Norton.

Hence my question to EndCap at the 2012 Norton Public Meeting:
‘What Is It About NO You Do Not Understand?!’ -

Our position should be clear by now. Norton is not willing to suffer the
extreme negative impacts (some for 4 years, others — permanently) of
this EndCap Proposal, to bail out ALI (a private, for profit enterprise in




Attleboro) that we had nothing to do with, Capping and Closure of
Attleboro Landfill Inc. is the responsibility of ALL

Jay Cashman Inc. and EndCap will find some other place to dump One
Mollion, Two Hundred Thousand Tons of ‘slightly contaminated’ debris
coming out of Boston, Ct. and RI.  But not on us!

Finally, For The Record:

If any agreements (Mitigation etc.) are signed for this project — they will
be appealed, ,

If any permits are granted for this project (Conservation efc.) — they
will be appealed. :

If any approvals are granted for this project (MlassDEP etc.) they will be
appealed.

Al Dumont is not the only one who can appeal DEP decisions and tie them
up in court for seven years. SEE: ‘MassDEP Unilateral Administrative Order
(UAO-SE-05-4003) dated February 11, 2005.

And MassDEP ‘Penalty Assessment Notice (#PAN-SE-05-4001)" dated
March 10, 2005. Both are still pending, in ‘Legal Limbo’.

There are no assurances that if ALT or EndCap did NOT comply with
DEP rules and regs to the letter of the law, that anything could/er would
be done in a timely fashion to correct that, '
Al Dumont and his attorney representing AL would simply appeal any
DEP enforcement action or penalty, as they always have before. Their track
record is clear.

Also: The Town of Norton established a ‘War Chest’ back in 2000 to
oppose the reopening of ALL At our Annual Town Meeting on May 14,
2012 - $30,000 was re-appropriated: “ For professional services (technical,
regulatory, environmental, and/or legal, including attorney’s fees and
litigation costs) and/or related expenses, to ensure ACCEPTABLE
CLOSURES of the Shpack Superfund Site and the Attleboro Landfill, Ine.
Site”,

There is enough support in Norton now to oppose EndCap’s 2012 Plan - so
that if necessary - additional funds may be added to this account at the Fall
Town Meeting. :

Additionally, T have spoken with Sylvia Broude at the Toxics Action League
in Boston, which may provide some technical and/or legal assistance to the
- *Cltizens Advisory Team’, should we request that. END of Comments II,
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Uﬁ
Mr. Kurt Schulte “.Mr, Mark Dakers
President - . cting Burean Chief
EndCap Technology, LLC - MassDEP, SE Region
555 South Street : £20 Riverside Dr.
Quincy, MA 02169 “Lakeville, MA 02347

kschulte@endeaptech.com ark.dakers@state.ma.us

Gentlemen:

I am writing to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALI).

The plan to import exeessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason,

Itis difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand 'TONS is almost unfathomable.
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
- unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to.
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALY Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

I trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP.

Pkt At

Name:

Address /d}/ ff; WW») _ 71;1/2;'?7/‘ p”g,”]bla

Deadline for Comments is: Friday Sept 28“’ PLEASE Do Not Delay!
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" Mr. Kurt Schulte
" President :

NIx; Mark Dakers.
i Acting Burean Chief

“MassDEP, SE Region
220 Riverside Dr,
sLakeville, MA 02347

ark.dakers@state.ma.us

EndCap Technology, LLC
555 South Street

Quincy, MA 02169
ksehulte(@endcaptech.com

Gentlemen:

I am writing to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012

- Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALIJ).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’

. matevials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Depari:mehf of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan, Is the word
?Envirdnméntal’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron? ‘

650, 000 Cubic Yards of Undesn'able Materials: Which equals
One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in thls

- amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this pro;ect are obvious and
unaceeptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

it-rust that Wheni all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Propasal will
cither be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEI’

.Nam'e:(/‘ﬂ]j | (/ //*((}CJQ g("_,, &ﬁ&
Address. /"7/ 3&%}46( C‘ : ’;71\/4

})eadlme for Comments i jis: Fnday Sept. 2.8“‘ PLEASE Do Not Delay!
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M| Mark Dakers -
ng Bureau Chief
EndCap Technology, Li ?(’a 627 sDEP; SE Region
555 South Street iverside Dr.

Quincy, MA 02169 | o =T akeville, MA 02347
| l SOUTHEAST REQION _maxk.dakers@state.ma.us

Mr. Kurt Schulte x]) E (¢ ETVE

President

Gentlemen:

I am writing fo express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Propesal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALI).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetis Department of
FEuvirenmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
1t is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this projeet are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfand Site, cannot be tolerated.

ﬁ fliust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
eIther be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP. /

Name: / W? .
~ Address: ?Kj é% /%/g/wj)% )7 27

' Deadlme for Commentq is Tuesday Sept. 4, 2012 (Day after Labor I)ay)




Mr. Kurt Schulte / S & DMr. Mark Dakers
President @/ e Acting Bureau Chief
EndCap Technology, LLQLi/ MassDEP, SE Region
555 South Street les) 20 Riverside Dr.

Lakeville, MIA 02347
mark.dakers@state.ma.us

Quincy, MA 02168 I/
ksehulté@@end ﬁia'mtech.g@m
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Gentlemen:

T am writing to express my adamant opposition t¢ EndCap’s 2012 |
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboroe Landfill Ime. (ALD. -

The plan to import:excessive amounts of ‘gﬂighﬂy comtamingted’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Euterprise is beyond reason.

1t ts difficnlt to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name am oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
Tt is estimated that 27,000 Truecks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debyis. '

The negative impacts associnted with this project are obvious and
ynacceptable o the residents of our communities,. . o

The addition. of obscene amounts of contaminated soils.and debris, to
further exteénd the existing noxious ‘ALL Mound’ towards our

‘neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

T trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,

reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will -
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEFP.

Njamel’- Puid FRied mad

- Address: *z[é?\% st RL Lon e e e
B80S0 e @05 e T




Myr. Kurt Schulte \K(r Mark Pakers
President o | j cting Bureau Chief
 EndCap Technology, LI} assDEP, SE Region
555 South Street i b h&RwerSIde Dr.
Quincy, MA 02169 Lakeville, MA 02347

........

Gentlemen:

1 am writing to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attlebore Landfill Inc. (ALJ).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reasom.

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron‘?

650,000 Cublc Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of “Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debxis, to
farther extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

1 trust that when all of the comments and demands are considéi'ed,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP.

Address 026 ﬂ S/LL//’()/ Sj‘ /k//}f‘“ﬁﬂ M# 02 744,

Deadline for Comments i is Tuesday Sept. 4, 2012 (Day after Labor Day)

47  Tasen 66?1"/6/@/
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BARNEY FRANK . ‘ 558 PLEAGANT STREEY
4TH DISTRICT, MaggachuseTrs Rrom 308
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September 27, 2012

Mr. Kenneth L. Kimmell
Commissioner . ‘

Massachusetts Deparirnent of Environmiental Protoction
Che Winter Street

Boston, MA 02108

Dear Commissioner Kimmell: .

Fam writing in support of the town of Norton and its elected fown and state
officials in their opposition o the capping proposal submitted to the Department of
Environmental Protection by EndCap Technology that would transport 650,000 Cubic
Yards of "slightly contaminated” material by truck ovér the course of four years In order
to complete the required capping of the Attleboro Landfill. While | am appreciative of
your letter of August 30" that extended public comment on this proposal and states in
part that "MassDEP will requite that the owner/proponent , Albert Durdont and EndCap
Technology LLC (ECT), address the comments received from the community by
modifying the proposal for capping the ALJ landfill,” | rerain concerned that the nature
of this proposal, o provide funding source for the required cap, will trump the potential
harm 1o area residents and the integrity of ongeing remediation efforts at the Shpack
Superfund site which is in the final stages of g costly and exhaustive effort by Jocal,

state and federal pariners.

As you are Undoubtedly aware, for many years, | have been directly involved in
the ongoing efforts of both the Army Corps of Engineers and the Environmental '
Protection Agency in thelr combined cleanup of radiological and chemical waste at the
Shpack site, Through the fireless efforts of these two federal agencies, committed local.
leaders and the Citizens Advisory Shpack Team (GASBT), that cleanup Is finally nearing
its corpletion, However, the uncertain nature of the Attleboro Landfill and its proximity
to the Shpack site has always been an underlying concern fo those who have dedicated
60 much time and effort to the remediation efforts of this Superfund site. This proposal

has validated those fears. ‘

- According to the comment letter from the town of Norton's Board of Selectmen,
the required soll to cap the Attieboro Landfill Ic a fraction of EndCap's proposal. While a
vigble revenue source may be necessary to help fund this cap, DEP should be mindful
of the transportation stress on local roadways, potential harm to area residents and the
negalive impact the importing of even slightly contaminated and excessive materials

may have on the abutting Superfund site.
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Séptember 27, 2012
Page 2

While every effort may be made to ensure the integrity of the capped material, no
ong can predict the effect such a large amount of material would have on sither the
Shpack site or local residents, and ! strongly urge you to fully consider responsible
alternatives to properly capping the Attleboro Landfill,

Sincerely,

Ctfuuk

BARNEY FRANK
Member of Congress

BF/gpp

" Reply To: 29 Broadway, Suite 310
Taunton, MA 02780
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Mr. Kuort Schulte ark Bakers

President ’cﬁl Bureaun Chief
EndCap Techunology, LLC a&%jDEP SE Region
555 South Street iverside Dr.

F
Quincy, MA 02169 [égaiéevﬂle, MA 02347

kschulte(@endeaptech.com

Genﬂgmen:

I am writing to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Atfleboro Landfill Inc. (ALL).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

It is difficult fo understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost nnfathomable.
It is estimated, that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Shightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project ave obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
farther extend the existing noxious “ALI Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

I trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP.
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_{ Mr. Mark Dakers
Cf Acting Bureau Chief
MassDEP, SE Region

Mr, Kurt Schulte
President -
EndCap Technology, LLC [
555 South Street &/ 20 Riverside Dr.

Quincy, MA 02169 5 A Wl Lakeville, MA 02347

_ kschulte@endcaptech.comy,, ' =] mark.dakers@state.ma.us

I am writing to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALI),

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Departimnent of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris,

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debr_is, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘AlLI Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Stperfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

I trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP,

Namé %1 MM&(@%»—V

Address: /93 & »W&?»a;’ éj:' %’Wj‘;}ﬁ)l I 0 AT

Deadline for Comiments is Tuesday Sept. 4, 2012 (Day after Labor Day)




Mr. Mark Dakers Mr. Kuit Schulie T

[
Acting Bureau Chief President, EndCap Technology i {; B S Y aare et
MA DEP, SE Region 555 South Street [ @u L &,Mﬁj
20 Riverside Drive . Quincy, MA 02169 f 7
Lakeville MA 02347 I

September 20, 2012 - “‘L“‘v’-v-ﬁ-m,...,,,
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I am a resident of Watd 4 in Attleboro. My home is ¥ mile from the Attleboro Landfill and Pike Avenue is 100 feet from
my house. Tam one of appr oxunately 40,000 people who live within a 3-mile radius of the site, We have happily lived
here in Attleboro since 1999 arve raising children here, We were optimistic in September 2004 after the Record of
Deoision (ROD) was signed. We believed that the landfill was permanently closed and scheduled to be cleaned up by
responsible parties. Now that this cleanup work is done, it appears the dump is potentially back in business with only
dollar signs in mind and with complete disregard of the 40,000 residents whose lives are rooted here. This is not business

1o us gentlemen - this is our home! Hear mc loud and clear; I am vehemently opposed to the agreement between ALE

and EndCap for the capping of the Attleboro Land Fill.

Tunderstand that capping the landfill is necessary to reduce futme leaching of toxic fluids, However, call this business
deal for what it is - a method to dispose of ridiculously excessive amounts of “slightly confaminated material® being
placed on top of other contaminated material. Give me a break! We just excavated approximately 34,000 cubic yards of
soil and 1,000 cubic yards of sediment from Chartley Swamp which exceeded the radiological and chemical cleanup
levels for the site, Now the plan is to move in “slightly contaminated material”? Are you serious?] The only winpers in

this deal are EndCap and ALI while the residents of Attleboro and Noxton will be left with the nexious fumes,
further contaminated land, and an even Jarger unsxghﬂv mountain of hazardous materials! )

f'aiso Would like to address the 27,000 dump trucks that will be passing through the area on their way to and from the
landfill. . As far as.T know, Pike Avenue is a "no truck" road. ‘It is a narrow road and I question whether the-two small
’nridges along Pike can accommodate this excessive traffic, The dust that will be created and released into the air, the
smoke, and the noise are not welcomed neighbors to this area. :

According to the MA DEP website, the mission states: "The Departnient of Environmental Profection is the state agency
responsible for ensuring clean air and water, the safe management of toxics and hazards, the recycling of solid and
hazardous wastes, the timely cleanup of hazardous waste sites and spills, and the preservation of wetlands and coastal
resowces. As the guardian of our natural resources the MA DEP MUST PUT A STOP TO THIS AGREEMENT. The
health interests of Toeal residents, indeed of all living creatures in the area, must never be subservient to a private business

deall

Instead of serving the citizens of these areas and future generations of children, EndCap and ALI have made a business
deal which results in the Attleboro dump re-opening for business with capping as a secondary side benefit! This is an
insult to Attleboro and Norton residents and a slap in the face fo the MA DEP. The primary concern should be properly
and efficiently capping the landfill not profiting on the dumping of more contaminated material in an area already

devastated by prior abuse!

MA DEP simply cannot aceept this environmentally destructive; offensive, and insulting proposal between EndCap
and ALI. Liniplore you to stop this deal and insist on a less destructive alteynative to capping the landfll.

Smcerely,

Laula DeSunone

8 Northfield Road .
Attlehoro MA 02703
508-226-4080




Mtr, Mark Dakers
Acting Bureau Chief
MA DEP, SE Region
20 Riverside Drive
Lakeville MA 02347

September 20, 2012
Re: ALI — EndCap Agreement
Dear Mr, Dakers:

I am a resident of Ward 4 in Attleboro, My home is % mile from the Attleboro Landfill and Pike Avenue.
is 100 feet from my house. My children’s bus stop is at the corner of Pike Ave and Westfield Road. Tam
writing to express my extreme opposition to the agreement between ALI and EndCap for the capping of

the Attleboro Land Fill.

While I understand that capping the landfill is necessary to reduce firdute leaching of toxic fluids, this
absurd agreement results in ridiculously excessive amounts of “slightly contaminated material” being
placed on top of other contaminated materiall While EndCap and ALI will profit i this deal the residents
of Attleboro and Notton will be left with the noxious fumes, contaminated land, and an even larger
unsightly mountain of hazardous materials!

Moreover, what about the additional pollution caused by the 27,000 dump trucks that will be passing
through the area on their way to and from the landfill, the dust that will be created and released into the
air, the smoke, the noise, ... As the guardian of our natural resources the MA DEP MUST PUT A STOP
TO THIS AGREEMENT, The health interests of local residents, indeed of all living creatures in the
area, must never be subservient to a private business deal! ' ‘

Instead of serving the citizens of these areas and future generations of children, EndCap and ALI have
made a business deal which results in the Attleboro dump reopening for business with capping as a
secondary side benefit! This is an insult to Attleboro and Norton residents and a sfap in the face to the
MA DEP, The primary concern should be properly and officiently capping the landfill not profiting on
the dumping of more contaminated materinl in an area already devastated by prior abusel

MA DER s.inip]).J cannot accept this environmentally destructive, offensive, and insulting proposal

between EndCap and ALL I implore you to stop this deal and insist on a Jess destructive alternative
to capping the landfill,

Sincerely,
Cathleen DeSimone
§ Northfield Road . - -

Attleboro MA 02703 2 e
508-226-4080




Mr. Kurt Schulte & ;"5‘; Mr. Mark Dakers
President =l o |a)tf Acting Bureau Chief
EndCap Technology, LLC |us! = 0 MassDEP, SE Region

555 South Street esi S i} 20 Riverside Dr.

Quincy, MA 02169 wi | G| Lakeville, MA 02347
mark.dakers@state.ma.us

Gentlemen:

T amm writing to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attieboro Landfill Inc. (ALF).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyoud reason,

It is difficulf to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Envirommental’ in the Depariment’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is abmost unfathomable.
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

I trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,

reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal wili
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP,

Name: - Themas Deluca
" hen 0 .
Address: 5 John F. Kennedy Drive, Noxton, MA 02766

Deadline for Comments is Tuesday Sept. 4, 2012 (Day after Labor Day)




QJ

Mr. Mark Dakers

o Uj Acting Bureau Chief
MassDEP, SE Region

{ 20 Riverside Dr. '

Lakevﬂle,MA 02347

@ mark.dakers@state.a.us

Mr. Kurt Schuilte
President ,'
EndCap Te! chnology, LLC
555 South {3treet
Quincy, MiA 02169
l(schulte@;‘b,endcar)te'ch.c‘om

Genﬂem{’en:

X ;Ur

Tam W? ltmg 1o express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Pr oposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (AL).

The plan fo import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminted’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason,

It s difficult to understand how the Massachusetts .Deparfment of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable,
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Shghﬂy Contaminated’ Soils and Debl is.

The negative 1mpacts assocla‘ted with this project are obvmus and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards our-
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

I trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,

reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP.

Name: m,z;@/&_&id_j;@
Address: ~}2 W&%% % ‘dﬁ;{"}/ 8/174 - /02/44

Deadline for Comments is: Friday Sept. 28", PLEASE Do Not Delay!




Mpr. Kurt Schulte < [ Myr. Mark Dakers

President ;jActmg Bureau Chief
EndCap Technology, LLC l,”; i MassDEP, SE Region
555 South Street i ] 20 Riverside Dr.

5;53 Lakeville, MA 02347

Quincy, MA 02169
S / mark.dakers@state.ma.us

kschulte@endcaptech. com

Gentlemen

I am writing to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landifill Inc. (ALI).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘stightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason,

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan, Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron? ~

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards our
neighhorhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

I trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Pm]ect Proposal le}
either. be WIthdrawn or re;ected by/?assDEP Fa -

Address /é 7}7// _ |

Deadline for Comments is: Fnday Sept 28“‘ PLEASE Do Noi Delay*




Gentlemen:

I am writing to express my adiamam oppesition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALI),

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materlals to bail out a Prwate, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

Itis dnfﬂcult to.understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an exymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathoma ble,
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unaceceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contammated soils and debris, 3to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards our i
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerate biny al

1 trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered, |
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposalwill
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP, B

Name: 7 homirs o gonaige

AdAvess: £ JAPLE ST, MopTeir il CATEL




Mr. Kurt Schulte Mr Mark Dakers
President kAc:tmg Bureau Chief
EndCap Technology, LLC MassDFP SE Region
555 South Street ’20 Riverside Dr. '

Quincy, MA 02169

,Lakevﬂle, MA 02347
kschulte@endcaptech.com

mark.dakers@state.ma.us

Gentlemen:

I am writing to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Ine. (ALI).

- 'The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprlse is beyond reason.

Itis difﬁcult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
Tt is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in ﬂus
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxiouns ‘ALI Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpaclk Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated,

I trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,

reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP.

Name: y
Conrtl
f/ﬁldj 5&“’(% W(‘fﬂfJ SA4 027 A

Deadline for Comments is: Friday Sept. 28™, PLEASE Do Not Delay!




My, Kurt Schulte

Mr, Mark Dakers

President Acting Bureau Chief
EndCap Technology, LLC MassDEP, SE Region
555 South Street 20 Riverside Dr,

Lakeville, MA 02347

Quincy, MA 02169
mark.dakers@state.ma.us

kschulte@endcaptech,com

Gentlemen:

I am writing to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALI).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason,

1t is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection wonld even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxions ‘ALI Mound’ towards our '
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

1 trust that when all of the commenis and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or r¢jected by MassDEP.

Name: ey \ |
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Address: |
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Mr. Kurt Schulte _ My, Mark Dakers

President Acting Bureau Chief
EndCap Technology, LLC MassDEP, SE Region

555 South Street ' 20 Riverside Dr.

Quincy, MA 02169 Lakeville, MA 02347
kschulte@endcaptech.com - mark.dakers@state.ma.us
Gentlemen:

T am writing to express my adamant oppesition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALI).

. The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Pr Nate, Tor Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
" Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the Word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron"

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Matenals. Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
Tt is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contammated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

I trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
cither be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP.

Name: f/ ﬂéﬁrw 6@2)5//7 /:::g Lot ﬁg ,A,.—) //7,_ S ﬂ«L——j—'Jt::'”‘
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Mr, Mark Dalcers [ e

Acting Bureau Chief =~ /ﬁ)) EGETT E T
MassDEP, SE Region ‘1/ )}
20 Riverside Dr. ”? SEP 96 o /
Takeville, MA 02347 | e /1

September 25, 2012
Dear Mr. Dakers:

We are writing to express our adamant opposition to EndCap's 2012 Proposal for the
Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALI). '

The plan to import excessive amounts of 'slightly contaminated' materials to bail out a
Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

1t is difficult to understand how the City of Attleboro would cven consider this plan.

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: which equals One Million, Two
Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable, It is estimatedthat 27,000 Trucks
would be required to haul in this amount of 'Slightly Contaminated' Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and unacceptable to the
residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to further extend the
existing noxious 'ALI Mound' towards our neighborhoods 'and the Shpack Superfund
Site, cannot be tolerated. ‘

T trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered, reasonable minds will
prevail — and this EndCap Project Proposal will either be withdrawn or rejected by
MassDEP.

Sincerely, C ' ’L/
Mal yLou and Kenneth Beaur egard

22 Westfield Road
Attleboro, MA 02703




Myr. Kurt Schulte
President

EndCap Technology, LLC
555 South Street

Quincy, MA 02169

kschulie@endeantech.com

{zentlemen:

M. Mark Dakers

Acting Bareau Chief
MassDEP, SE Region

20 Riverside Dr.
Lakeville, MIA 02347
mark.dakers@state.ma.us

I am wriling to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALL),

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Depértment of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Department’s name an oxymoron? ‘

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable,
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris.

The negative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards cur
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

I trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP.

e : - ,
- Name:Valerie Bedsole y{:b&’/bu /\zgﬁ%@%

Address: 10 Garrett Drive Norton Va 02766

Deadline for Comments is Tuesday Sept. 4, 2012 (Day after Labor Day)




®f Attlebore, Massachusetis

OFFICE OF THE MURICIPAL COUNCIL
Government Center < 77 Park Street
Attleboro, Massachusetis 02703
508-223-2222 - Fax R08-222-3046

Aupust 23,2012

Mz, Mark Dakers, Acting Bureau Chief
Mass DEP, Southeast Regioi

20 Riverside Drive

Lakeville MA 02347

Dear Mr, Dakers:

As the Ward 4 city councilor and resident of Attleboro, 1 am wiiting to respectfully
request your attention to a matter of great concern regarding the proposed capping of the
Attleboro Landfill (ALT) Phase B.

Qur residential nei ghborhoods in Ward 4 would be greatly affected by the recent proposal
by EndCap,

My main concerns are related to public safety, the cnvironment, quality of everyday life
and decreased home vatues over the duration of the project and any problems that may
arise over the 30 year maintenance program.

It is wy hope is that the Massachusctts Department of Environmental protection will
realize the impact this project will have on this community and allow for EndCap to
return to the drawing board and submit an alternate plan that address these concerns.

Sincerely, I

;;{)Z/a-than- Weydt

City Couneil
Ward 4, Attleboro
{617)997-2502

co: Kurt Shultie, EndCap Technology




Myr. Kurt Schulte \\\ ‘: W \

President \ ;
EndCap Technology, P& SSDEP, SE Region

555 South Street gt i iverside Dr.

Quiney, MA 02169 Tﬂfw rEQIR™ Eakevme, MA 02347
kschulte@endeaptech.qom . S mark.dakers@state.ma.us

(zentlemen:

I am writing to express my adamant opposition to EndCap’s 2012
Proposal for the Capping of Attleboro Landfill Inc. (ALI).

The plan to import excessive amounts of ‘slightly contaminated’
materials to bail out a Private, For Profit Enterprise is beyond reason.

It is difficult to understand how the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection would even consider this plan. Is the word
‘Environmental’ in the Deparfinent’s name an oxymoron?

650,000 Cubic Yards of Undesirable Materials: Which equals

One Million, Two Hundred Thousand TONS is almost unfathomable.
It is estimated that 27,000 Trucks would be required to haul in this
amount of ‘Slightly Contaminated’ Soils and Debris,

The ﬁegative impacts associated with this project are obvious and
unacceptable to the residents of our communities.

The addition of obscene amounts of contaminated soils and debris, to
further extend the existing noxious ‘ALI Mound’ towards our
neighborhoods and the Shpack Superfund Site, cannot be tolerated.

1 trust that when all of the comments and demands are considered,
reasonable minds will prevail - and this EndCap Project Proposal will
either be withdrawn or rejected by MassDEP.

Name: / % @ KW/Z/ N |
Address: /1.3 %Jf //Mwﬁ 5 7’“‘
i 77, e




